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Congress. I want to thank the Congres-
sional caucus for holding this Special 
Order on the Working Families Agen-
da. 

Since the Republicans took over the 
House in January 2011, they have held 
hearing after hearing to make it harder 
for workers to form a union, they have 
attempted over 60 times to repeal the 
Affordable Care Act, they have been 
giving tax cuts to the wealthy, and all 
that time they have been wasting mil-
lions of dollars on the Benghazi Com-
mittee. 

Enough is enough. The American 
people deserve better. We know that 
families across America are struggling 
to make ends meet. Today I am calling 
on my colleagues across the aisle to 
get to work on the responsible solu-
tions that hardworking Americans 
want and need, solutions that would 
boost wages, help workers achieve a 
better balance between work and fam-
ily, and level the playing field so all 
workers can get a fair shot at success. 
This is the Working Families Agenda. 

This agenda would help workers like 
India Ford, who is from my district. 
During the Working Families Day of 
Action yesterday, she spoke to Mem-
bers about how she worked nights and 
weekends for nearly a dozen years in 
the restaurant industry. As a single 
mom, this meant not being home for 
her child to help her with her home-
work, missing PTA meetings, and not 
being able to spend time with her 
daughter before she went to bed. 

Finally, she got a new job at a new 
restaurant with a manager who offered 
to give her a schedule that worked for 
her family. And do you know what she 
did? She selected the lunch shift. This 
simple change was profound because 
now she is at home with her daughter 
at night. She is able to attend school 
events and able to help with home-
work. 

But basic protections like fair sched-
ules and paid sick leaves shouldn’t de-
pend on winning the boss lottery. They 
should be fundamental rights of every 
American. 

Today workers are more productive 
than ever, but it has been a long time 
since most people got a raise. We need 
to pass legislation to raise the min-
imum wage. We also need to improve 
the National Labor Relations Act be-
cause, when workers try to organize 
and form a union to negotiate for a fair 
share, more than one-third of the time 
somebody gets fired during the organi-
zational drive. 

It is time to strengthen the National 
Labor Relations Act so that employers 
might think twice before they retali-
ate. That is what the Workplace Action 
for a Growing Economy, or the WAGE 
Act, would do. 

We need to help workers better bal-
ance work and family. We need Federal 
paid sick days and paid family and 
medical leave laws, which 80 percent of 
the public supports. Workers need 
flexible schedules, schedules that work. 

It is also past time that we level the 
playing field so that all working fami-

lies have a fair shot. It is shameful 
that, in 2015, discrimination still shuts 
many workers out of good-paying jobs. 

No family should live in fear of a 
breadwinner being fired for being gay, 
but Federal law still does not provide 
explicit workplace protections on the 
basis of sexual orientation and gender 
identity. Working people deserve more 
than just a paycheck. They deserve a 
decent life. It is time to rewrite the 
rules to make the economy work for 
everybody. 

Democrats stand ready to take up re-
sponsible solutions, like the Working 
Families Agenda, to boost wages, help 
workers balance family and work, and 
level the playing field by eliminating 
discrimination so that everybody has a 
fair shot. 

In honor of National Work and Fam-
ily Month, on Thursday, we will intro-
duce a resolution calling on Congress 
to hold hearings and votes on the 
Working Families Agenda. 

We already have 90 cosponsors on the 
resolution, and we won’t stop there. 
For as long as it takes, we will con-
tinue to call on our colleagues across 
the aisle to take up the responsible 
policies that will help people make a 
better life for themselves and their 
families. 

Again, I want to thank Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN and the Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus for coordinating this 
Special Order hour and thank all of my 
colleagues in the Democratic Caucus 
who are standing up for working fami-
lies. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Thank 
you very much. As always, you have 
shared information with us which is il-
luminating and edifying and, hope-
fully, convincing of our colleagues that 
they shall adhere to those things that 
you were suggesting and recom-
mending. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the stories to-
night that I have comes from Armando 
in New Brunswick, New Jersey. For 31⁄2 
years, Armando worked at a gas sta-
tion 7 days a week on the night shift. 
He got one day off every 3 months. De-
spite working 46 hours each week, he 
didn’t get overtime pay. 

In 2007, when his wife Silvia devel-
oped eye problems that required a 
number of doctors’ appointments, 
Armando’s request to leave work early 
to help with her treatment and recov-
ery was denied. 

In order to care for his wife, 
Armando would come in from work at 
6 a.m., leave at 7 a.m. to head to the 
hospital with Silvia, return home at 7 
p.m., and sleep for just 2 hours before 
doing it all over again. 

When he filed a complaint with the 
Department of Labor, Armando lost his 
job. On his way out the door, 
Armando’s employer told him he was a 
good worker. He liked his work, but 
not the complaint. 

Mr. Speaker, no one should have to 
endure this. No one should have to 
work endlessly with just 4 days off 
each year just to make ends meet. No 

one should have to choose between car-
ing for a loved one and losing his or her 
job. 

I would like to take this opportunity 
and share another story with you from 
New Jersey. This story comes from 
Josefa, also from New Brunswick, New 
Jersey. She works in a restaurant in 
the kitchen and occasionally as a cash-
ier. 

When Josefa became pregnant, she 
had to take 2 months off of work with-
out pay. When she returned, she asked 
for the morning shift so that she could 
go home to be with her newborn baby. 

They obliged her request, but 2 weeks 
later they moved her to a 5 p.m. to 9 
p.m. shift. With so few hours and trav-
eling long distances to get to the res-
taurant, Josefa was stuck. She asked 
her boss for more hours, not a raise or 
a handout, but the chance to work 
enough hours to make ends meet. 

b 1845 
Despite 5 years in her job, Josefa was 

told that, if she didn’t like it, she could 
leave. 

In Josefa’s own words: ‘‘I was a single 
mom, so it was very difficult; and 
things like this don’t just happen to 
me—they happen to many others. We 
just make enough to pay the babysitter 
and rent, but there are so many ex-
penses.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, in the greatest Nation 
in the world, which we are, we can— 
and we must—do better. We must stand 
up for those hardworking Americans 
who don’t want a handout but who sim-
ply want a level playing field. We have 
got to stand up for those working 
Americans who have to work 46 hours a 
week, who get 3 or 4 days a year off, 
who are not able to make the decision 
to be able to care for a sick child, a 
sick spouse, or a sick parent. 

We can do better than that. It doesn’t 
take a lot for us to simply be decent to 
those who hold up our economy, who do 
the jobs that we take for granted every 
single, solitary day; but without those 
jobs, we would see what is lacking in 
our lives. 

So I ask, Mr. Speaker, that our col-
leagues in this House—and particularly 
on the other side of the aisle—spend 
some time reflecting on what little it 
is they need to do to simply give our 
working Americans a fair shake, a fair 
chance, time with their families, and 
time to be able to bring their families 
into the middle class. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

RESETTLEMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 
NATIONAL SECURITY ACT OF 2015 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BABIN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I feel com-
pelled to speak tonight on an issue 
that impacts the safety and the secu-
rity of our country. There is a grave 
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threat to our national security that no 
one seems to want to talk about or to 
address—we talk around it; we allude 
to it; we look the other way or vainly 
hope that it will just go away—but 
sticking our heads in the sand will not 
make it go away. Instead, the threat is 
growing, and a lack of knowledge, fore-
sight, and action on our part could 
jeopardize the future of our children 
and our grandchildren. The threat that 
I am referring to is the Refugee Reset-
tlement Act. 

Today, I want to share with my col-
leagues and the Nation some very im-
portant aspects of the Refugee Reset-
tlement Program, which, I hope, will 
result in serious debate and in an effec-
tive reevaluation of our current ref-
ugee resettlement policies. 

After events like 9/11 and the Boston 
Marathon bombing, you would think 
that America would have implemented 
a more rigorous screening process for 
allowing entry into the United States. 
On the contrary, as the world becomes 
increasingly more dangerous, signifi-
cant security gaps remain. 

President Obama has recently an-
nounced his plans to increase from 
70,000 to 85,000 the number of refugees 
allowed into the United States in 2016, 
next year, and, for 2017, he plans to 
bring in 100,000. Most of the increase is 
from Syria and western Iraq, a direct 
result of the conflict of ISIS and of Mr. 
Obama’s own weak, disjointed foreign 
policy. 

In addition to the alarming national 
security concerns the resettlement pro-
gram poses, there are significant costs 
that will be placed on the U.S. tax-
payer and on State and local govern-
ments. The numbers that we have seen 
suggest a large economic burden on 
Americans, and we don’t even know the 
full extent of all of the costs of this 
program. 

This is why I have introduced H.R. 
3314, the Resettlement Accountability 
National Security Act of 2015. My bill 
places an immediate moratorium on 
the U.S. Refugee Resettlement Pro-
gram until the Government Account-
ability Office conducts a study to de-
termine the economic costs to the 
American taxpayer and until Congress 
analyzes the risks to our national secu-
rity. 

According to the U.S. Refugee Ad-
missions’ database, nearly 500,000 new 
refugees have come into the United 
States under the Refugee Resettlement 
Program since President Obama first 
took office. As a first-term Representa-
tive from Texas, I immediately began 
to investigate this issue because the 
State of Texas and its taxpayers have 
been asked to take in more refugees 
than any other State. 

I found out that no one was asking— 
much less answering—the questions of 
who, how, when, where, and how much 
regarding these refugees. I also found 
out that aspects of this program are 
very hard to determine even by the 
government agencies supposedly over-
seeing it, mainly because these agen-

cies contract and provide funding to 
nongovernmental organizations to ad-
minister the program and because the 
United Nations gets to choose the ma-
jority of the refugees who enter the 
United States. 

Since the Resettlement Act was 
signed into law by then-President 
Jimmy Carter in 1980, more than 3 mil-
lion refugees from Third World coun-
tries have been permanently resettled 
in the United States; and as I said ear-
lier, nearly 500,000 refugees in just the 
last 61⁄2 years of the Obama administra-
tion have been resettled by private 
Federal contractors across this coun-
try in over 190 towns and communities 
whose local citizens have little to no 
say in the matter. 

The private government-contracted 
organizations that administer the Ref-
ugee Resettlement Program and choose 
the locations of resettlement within 
the United States are nonprofit groups. 
However, these nonprofits are paid, lit-
erally, millions of Federal dollars. I am 
very troubled by the Refugee Resettle-
ment Act’s cost to America. 

The stark financial problems of our 
nearly $19 trillion national debt argue 
against asking the American taxpayer 
to take on the further financial burden 
of tens of billions of dollars for refugee 
resettlement. According to official sta-
tistics published by the U.S. Office of 
Refugee Resettlement, or ORR, more 
than 90 percent of recent refugees from 
the Middle East are on welfare. This is 
alarming from a budgetary standpoint 
alone. 

The Congressional Research Service’s 
memo that was issued to the Senate 
Judiciary Committee on the Office of 
Refugee Resettlement Admissions from 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services revealed that 74.2 percent of 
all refugees up until the year 2013 re-
ceived food stamps while 56 percent re-
ceived some sort of medical assistance. 
The very next year, in 2014, the ORR 
reported that 92 percent of Middle 
Eastern refugees were on food stamps, 
and over 68 percent received direct cash 
assistance. 

According to the ORR’s annual re-
port to Congress for fiscal year 2013, 
the majority of the refugees who enter 
the United States are without any in-
come or assets to support themselves 
and are given benefits paid for by 
State-administered programs. 

Families who have children under the 
age of 18 are eligible for the Temporary 
Assistance for Needy Families, or 
TANF, program. Refugees who are 
older, blind, or disabled are eligible for 
Medicaid benefits and Supplemental 
Security Income, or SSI, whose trust 
fund right now is nearing insolvency. 
The Federal Government does not re-
imburse States for the costs or for 
Medicaid programs, which places a 
huge economic drain on the State gov-
ernments. As a former mayor and local 
school board member, I know of the 
strain this places on local municipali-
ties and school systems as well. 

Refugees in certain States who do 
not meet the specifications listed 

above, such as single adults, childless 
couples, and two-parent families, are 
still eligible to receive benefits under 
the Refugee Cash Assistance, or RCA, 
and Refugee Medical Assistance, or 
RMA, programs for up to the first 8 
months that a refugee is in the United 
States. While the States are reim-
bursed for these programs, they cost 
U.S. taxpayers about $302.4 million 
each year. 

For 2013, the Office of Refugee Reset-
tlement allocated $400 million for tran-
sitional and medical services, $150 mil-
lion for social services, and nearly $50 
million in targeted assistance. Along 
with several other allotments, the 
total refugee appropriation was over 
$620 million. 

What many Americans do not realize 
is that refugees are eligible for lawful 
permanent residence, or LPR, status 
and for all Federal benefits after being 
here 1 year in the United States. In ad-
dition, if they have children born here 
in the United States, they are eligible 
for benefits as well. Robert Rector of 
the respected Heritage Foundation 
puts the cost of accepting just 10,000 
Syrian refugees at more than $6.5 bil-
lion for a lifetime of costs. 

Again, I ask: Is this wise for a coun-
try that is nearly $19 trillion in debt? 

It sounds noble for the Obama admin-
istration to propose bringing in more 
refugees next year, yet there is no full 
accounting or transparency over what 
this will cost the taxpayers at the Fed-
eral, State, or local level. In a critical 
time when we must be economically re-
sponsible and prioritize our finite re-
sources accordingly, allocating over a 
half a billion dollars for a program 
with unknown consequences is not the 
best use of our government resources. 

The question at the end of the day is: 
Can we really afford not to take a fur-
ther look at the resettlement program? 

Let’s also take a few minutes to ex-
amine the national security threats of 
this. 

Perhaps even more disconcerting 
than the enormous costs are the nu-
merous security risks posed by accept-
ing refugees without properly screen-
ing or vetting them. As entire regions 
of the Middle East dissolve into chaos, 
the ability to conduct the proper vet-
ting of refugees by verifying places of 
origin, political orientations, criminal 
records, or sometimes even basic iden-
tities is, all too often, simply non-
existent. 

Already, Director of National Intel-
ligence James Clapper, FBI Director 
James Comey, and Department of 
Homeland Security Secretary Jeh 
Johnson have testified under oath that 
they cannot properly screen the refu-
gees who are streaming out of these 
war-torn areas of the Middle East. 

FBI Director James Comey said he 
had serious concerns about bringing in 
refugees from conflict zones. We can-
not just call up the Damascus or Liby-
an police department and run back-
ground checks on these refugees from 
conflict zones. There is already a very 
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good chance that, of the 70,000 refugees 
per year coming into the United 
States, terrorists and ISIS followers 
who are posing as refugees may have 
slipped through the gaps. 

ISIS has promised that it will exploit 
this refugee crisis, and it has already, 
indeed, been caught attempting to do 
so. According to a senior Lebanese offi-
cial, at least 20,000 jihadists have al-
ready infiltrated the Syrian refugee 
camps and are plotting to enter West-
ern Europe. According to the Council 
on Foreign Relations, jihadist groups 
typically target European countries 
that have generous and liberal immi-
gration policies and that are allies of 
the United States. 

In line with this, the Hurriyet Daily 
News, in Turkey, stated this past Feb-
ruary that the Turkish intelligence 
service had warned police that 3,000 
trained jihadists were attempting to 
cross into Turkey from Syria and Iraq 
and then make their way into Western 
Europe to target countries involved in 
the U.S.-led anti-Islamic State coali-
tion. What is even more alarming is 
that the news publication reports that 
some of the members of the group, in-
cluding their leaders, have already en-
tered Turkey and have already estab-
lished cells of terrorist operation. 

Palestinians and citizens from Syria 
who are between the ages of 17 to 25 
have entered Turkey as refugees and 
plan to travel to Europe through Bul-
garia in order to attack anti-ISIS coa-
lition-member countries. In fact, one 
ISIS operative has claimed more than 
4,000 covert ISIS gunmen have been 
smuggled into Western nations and are 
currently hiding amongst innocent ref-
ugees. He then warned ‘‘just wait,’’ ac-
cording to the International Business 
Times. 

In May, the International Business 
Times also cited Libyan Government 
adviser Abdul Basit Haroun, who 
warned that ISIS operatives were being 
smuggled into Europe by boat. Haroun 
said that ISIS militants are taking ad-
vantage of the crisis by using boats for 
their own operatives whom they want 
to send to Europe, and the European 
authorities can’t differentiate between 
those from ISIS and the actual refu-
gees. If this is not disturbing, then I 
don’t know what is. 

b 1900 

There are also thousands of former 
refugees who have settled in Europe 
over the past several decades now 
going to join ISIS in the Middle East. 
According to Gilles de Kerchove, the 
European Union’s counterterrorism 
chief, nearly 4,000 Europeans are esti-
mated to have left Western Europe and 
gone and joined ISIS. 

We have even seen this in the United 
States refugee settlement communities 
as well. In Minneapolis, Minnesota, 
there have been 22 young Somali men 
that we know of since 2007 that left 
their new refugee home in the United 
States to join the terrorist organiza-
tion al Shabaab. 

In Somalia, they are fighting against 
U.S. allies and U.S.-trained troops. 
There are 27,000 Somali refugees in the 
Minneapolis area, and President 
Obama’s plans call for thousands more. 

In Texas, 37-year-old Bilal Abood is 
an Iraqi American who is suspected to 
have come to the United States as a 
refugee or an asylum seeker in the year 
2009. When the FBI went to his home, 
they found evidence of ties with ISIS, 
including pledging an oath to its lead-
er, Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi. 

A former cab driver in Virginia, 
Liban Haji Mohamed, who came to the 
United States as a Somali refugee, is 
on the FBI’s Most Wanted Terrorist 
list for providing material support to 
al Qaeda and al Shabaab. He is consid-
ered particularly dangerous because he 
worked to recruit other U.S. terrorists 
for these terrorist organizations. He 
lived in Alexandria, Virginia, just a few 
miles across the river from where I am 
standing right now. 

According to Mike Mauro, a professor 
of homeland security and national se-
curity analyst at the Clarion Project, a 
poll was conducted in November of 2014 
of 900 Syrian refugees. In this poll of 
recent refugees, 13 percent, or roughly 
one out of seven, claim to have sym-
pathies toward ISIS. Alarmingly and 
incredibly, that amounts to a potential 
130 ISIS sympathizers. 

The Immigration and Nationality 
Act, known as the INA, specifies that 
applicants for the resettlement pro-
gram be subject to various grounds of 
inadmissibility, including criminal, se-
curity, and public health grounds. 

The grounds of inadmissibility apply-
ing to refugee applicants include the 
broad terrorism-related inadmissibility 
grounds, or TRIG, in section 212 of the 
INA, the Immigration and Nationality 
Act. 

Very disturbing is the fact that, be-
ginning in 2005, the Department of 
Homeland Security, the State Depart-
ment, and the Department of Justice 
began exercising their discretionary 
authority to waive these categories of 
inadmissibility for refugee applicants. 

Then, in 2015, the Department of 
Homeland Security began imple-
menting new additional exemptions for 
individuals if they only provided insig-
nificant or certain limited material 
support to terrorists—this includes 
routine commercial and social trans-
actions—or provided humanitarian as-
sistance to undesignated terrorist or-
ganizations. 

As of this past June, the United 
States Government has granted more 
than 15,560 TRIG exemptions to refugee 
applicants. That is right. More than 
15,000 times the Government of the 
United States has waived past partici-
pation with terrorist organizations so 
that refugees could come and enter 
into the United States. This must stop. 

The warning signs are everywhere of 
the potential of terrorist suspects pos-
ing as refugees while President Obama 
redoubles his efforts to bring these peo-
ple in the United States and put at risk 

the lives and safety of the American 
people. 

We have recently had two terrorist 
gunmen in Garland, Texas, who linked 
themselves to ISIS; the shooter in 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, who killed 
five U.S. servicemembers, recruiters; 
and the Tsarnaev brothers in the Bos-
ton Marathon bombing, who killed 
three spectators and injured an esti-
mated 260 others. What we need to ask 
ourselves is: How did the Federal Gov-
ernment fail the American people with 
respect to vetting these refugees? 

Of course, not all refugees are Is-
lamic jihadists. Indeed, most are not. 
But the few that are pose a very real 
threat to the safety and security of the 
American people. The 9/11 terrorist 
attackers numbered 19, the Boston ter-
rorists only 2. 

As elected representatives, our re-
sponsibility to the American citizens 
and our communities should be our 
number one priority. 

The Refugee Resettlement Program 
has long operated under the radar of 
most Americans. The average Amer-
ican has no idea that this resettlement 
program is a U.N. plan that chooses 
which refugees come to the United 
States and that the United States tax-
payer foots the bill. 

But as it has grown over the last few 
years and its implementation has be-
come a threat to small communities, 
saddling them with the problems that 
refugee resettlement brings without 
their say-so and often even without 
their knowledge, residents in several 
States, including Texas, are starting to 
ask hard questions. 

No longer satisfied with past an-
swers, they are showing up at townhall 
meetings, starting blogs and email 
lists, digging up information and in-
forming their friends and neighbors of 
what is really going on with refugee re-
settlement in such diverse American 
communities as Minneapolis-St. Paul, 
Minnesota; Lewiston, Maine; Amarillo, 
Texas; the State of Idaho; and many 
other locations, just to name a few 

To really see what America’s future 
will be, we have to look no further 
than western Europe, which has taken 
in over half a million refugees just this 
year, not to mention the millions over 
the past decades. 

A very popular destination for refu-
gees coming to Europe is Sweden. The 
country is currently facing a large- 
scale refugee crisis, and the govern-
ment does not know where these refu-
gees will live, how they will work, and 
who will foot the bill for them. 

According to Boverket, the Swedish 
National Board of Housing, Building 
and Planning, Sweden needs to build 
half a million homes by the year 2020. 
This costly housing initiative will cost 
about $387 million a year and will only 
fund half of this by 2020. 

Sweden is also known for its horrific 
rape numbers. Recent refugees—and 
now their Swedish-born children—are 
responsible for more than half of those 
convicted of rape, murder, and robbery. 
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Clearly, the existing approach to ad-

dressing the plight of refugees is sim-
ply not working. Are these really the 
sort of problems that we want here at 
home and the United States? 

Again, I am not saying that brutal 
rapes, gang violence, and domestic ter-
ror are the norms, but, rather, they are 
the risks that have been seen in Europe 
that come along with accepting large 
numbers of refugees without proper 
vetting and screening. 

While refugee crises are tragic, 
crimes committed by transplanted peo-
ple against unsuspecting, unprotected 
victims in their own country are even 
more tragic. 

The five wealthiest countries on the 
Arabian Peninsula—Saudi Arabia, 
United Arab Emirates, Qatar, Kuwait, 
and Bahrain—have not taken in a sin-
gle refugee that we know of. 

Instead, they have argued that ac-
cepting large numbers of Syrians is a 
threat to their safety, as terrorists 
could be hiding within an influx of peo-
ple. 

The only help so far from Saudi Ara-
bia is an offer to build 200 mosques in 
Germany. It is quite apparent that the 
fear of importing terrorists is real for 
American communities if Syria’s own 
neighbors will not admit these refu-
gees. 

My investigation of the refugee reset-
tlement policies have also led to a con-
cern for the most persecuted religious 
minority in the entire Middle East re-
gion: Christians. 

Of the nine nongovernmental organi-
zations which receive Federal grants 
and contracts to resettle refugees, six 
are designated religious charities. 
However, I could find no mission state-
ments from any of them about saving 
Christians. 

The U.N. connection could explain 
why so many non-Christian refugees 
are chosen to be brought into the 
United States while persecuted Chris-
tians in Syria, Iraq, Egypt, and other 
nations there have a very hard time 
getting within sight of the Statue of 
Liberty. 

In fact, the glaring shortcoming of 
the U.N. refugee program is that it 
falls short of helping one of the most 
persecuted groups around the world, 
and that is Christians. 

According to reporting by Nina Shea 
and Elliott Abrams, the United Nations 
High Commission on Refugees refuses 
to classify Christians as a persecuted 
group eligible for resettlement on this 
basis. 

Why? Because our Department of 
State chooses to adhere to a definition 
of refugees as people persecuted by 
their own government. The murders of 
Christian men, the rapes of Christian 
women, and the butchery of Christian 
children apparently do not count. 
These people are routinely beheaded, 
crucified, burned at the stake, sold into 
slavery, or have their property con-
fiscated. 

In Iraq, ISIS has blown up dozens of 
churches, kidnapped Christians and 

held them for ransom, even after they 
have already murdered them. Last 
summer they started marking Chris-
tian homes with a red letter ‘‘N’’ for 
‘‘Nazarene’’ before they took the 
homes and exiled the owners. 

Unfortunately, for many Christians, 
exile is a better option than the inhu-
mane atrocities that many in the re-
gion are currently facing. Many are 
sexually enslaved by ISIS, like Kayla 
Mueller. 

Kayla Mueller was a Christian Amer-
ican human rights activist from Pres-
cott, Arizona. She was taken captive in 
August 2013 by ISIS in Syria after leav-
ing a Doctors Without Borders hos-
pital. After she was taken by the ter-
rorist group, she was repeatedly raped 
by Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi, who is the 
leader of ISIS. 

There are still many other Christian 
ISIS prisoners, including 460 taken 
from Syria and many more who have 
already been killed. Many have been 
taken by al Shabaab in Africa. Pope 
Francis has even gotten involved and is 
calling this targeting of Christians a 
form of genocide. 

Many Christians who want to flee 
persecution face the difficult decision 
of where to turn and where will they be 
safe. 

A decision of how to flee and what 
mode of transportation to take can be 
critical to Christian families. It was re-
ported this past April that 12 Christian 
migrants trying to get to Europe by 
boat were simply thrown overboard by 
fellow Muslim migrants and drowned. 

Most are afraid to go to the U.N. ref-
ugee camps and fear the actions taken 
by some of their more radicalized Mus-
lim neighbors within the camps. There 
are very few Christians in these camps 
and other non-Muslims because they 
fear for their own personal safety. 

Unfortunately for these persecuted 
religious minorities, the only persons 
able to qualify easily for U.N. refugee 
resettlement are those people who are 
in these U.N. refugee camps. There in 
the camp they can be designated as pri-
ority 1 eligible by the United Nations 
High Commission on Refugees, and 
then they qualify for resettlement. 

This is critical to know because the 
U.N. refugee camps are the only source 
from which the U.S. will accept U.N. 
refugees under this resettlement act. 
Since very few Christians feel safe in 
these camps, it is apparent that this is 
the reason that less than 4 percent of 
the U.N. resettled refugees are Chris-
tians. 

Former Archbishop George Carey of 
Canterbury said it best when he stated 
that this inadvertently discriminates 
against the very Christian commu-
nities most victimized by the inhuman 
butchers of the so-called Islamic State. 

It is a sad reality for Christians in 
this part of the world right now. They 
are so desperate to leave that they 
have said that they will go almost any-
where except the U.N. camps to try to 
rebuild their lives. 

There is another method, however, 
other than the resettlement act by 

which it is possible to admit Christians 
and other groups into the U.S. as refu-
gees. The U.S. State Department has 
the authority to designate certain 
groups like Christians as priority 2 ref-
ugees, which would enable them to 
enter the United States without having 
to be living in a U.N. refugee camp. 

The U.S. State Department needs to 
act on this immediately. It defies logic 
that we would want to potentially im-
port the problems of the Middle East 
into the very heart of America. 

b 1915 
The recent terrorist attacks in Gar-

land, Texas; Chattanooga, Tennessee; 
Oklahoma City, and the Boston Mara-
thon should serve as a dire warning. 

A report submitted by the Obama ad-
ministration for proposed refugee ad-
missions says that in the year 2014 the 
median age of refugees from Iraq and 
Syria was 28 and 23, respectively, and 
over half of these refugees were of 
working age, between 16 years and 64 
years of age. In fact, according to U.N. 
statistics, 65 percent of these Syrian 
refugees are military-age males, who 
should be defending their own country 
and pose a risk of having ISIS infiltra-
tors among them. 

Again, we don’t need to look any fur-
ther than Europe for all the evidence 
that we need to see the dire con-
sequences for this program to Amer-
ican safety and security. 

According to the Gatestone Institute, 
half a million known migrants and ref-
ugees came to the European Union in 
the first 8 months of 2015. This number 
will most likely reach 1 million by the 
end of this year, and this does not in-
clude the number of individuals who 
slipped in undetected. 

Of the maritime arrivals in Europe, 
the top countries of origin are Syria, 
Afghanistan, Eritrea, Nigeria, Albania, 
Pakistan, Somalia, Sudan, and Iraq. 
For the refugees who arrived by land, 
the top three countries of origin are 
Syria, Afghanistan, and Pakistan. 

There has been much criminal activ-
ity, including multiple cases of rape, 
among refugee camps. On August 6 of 
this year, police finally reported that a 
young 13-year-old girl was raped by an-
other asylum seeker at a refugee facil-
ity in Detmold, Germany. The rape ac-
tually had taken place in June, but the 
police had kept quiet about it for sev-
eral months, not wanting to alarm the 
German local population. It was only 
after a local media outlet had pub-
lished this story about the crime that 
it came to light. 

According to German social work or-
ganizations, large numbers of women 
and young girls housed in refugee shel-
ters in Germany are being raped, sexu-
ally assaulted, or forced into prostitu-
tion by male asylum seekers. 

An editorial comment in the German 
newspaper Westfalen-Blatt said police 
are refusing to go public about the 
crimes involving refugees because they 
don’t want to give legitimacy to criti-
cism of the dangers of mass, unchecked 
migration from the Middle East. 
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In this refugee population, there are 

many elements that neither Europe 
nor the United States would ever invite 
in, and the challenge is separating 
them. Europe is dealing with a stark 
reality that it does not want to face 
and would prefer to turn a blind eye. 

Police in the Bavarian town of 
Mering have issued a warning to Ger-
man parents not to allow their children 
to go outside unaccompanied. In an-
other Bavarian town of Pocking, ad-
ministrators at the Wilhelm-Diess- 
Gymnasium have told parents not to 
let their daughters wear revealing 
clothes to avoid ‘‘misunderstandings’’ 
by the large number of refugees in 
their town. 

These are not the only troubling ac-
tions unfolding in Germany, a country 
which has pledged to take more refu-
gees than any other country in the Eu-
ropean Union. Levels of violent crime 
brought about by the groups from the 
Balkans and the Middle East have 
turned certain cities such as Duisburg 
into no-go zones for police, according 
to a police report from their head-
quarters in the North Rhine-West-
phalia region. This is the most popu-
lous state in Germany. This report 
states that the ability of the police to 
maintain public order ‘‘cannot be guar-
anteed over the long term,’’ according 
to Der Spiegel, the newsmagazine 
which leaked the report. 

There are districts where immigrant 
gangs are taking over entire metro 
trains for themselves. Local residents 
and businesspeople are being intimi-
dated and silenced. People taking 
trams during the evening and night-
time describe their experiences as liv-
ing nightmares. Policemen, and espe-
cially policewomen, are subject to high 
levels of aggressiveness and disrespect. 

Unassimilated refugees and immi-
grants have turned large sections of 
Europe’s great cities into no-go zones 
where even the police will not go. Jew-
ish emigration from France is the high-
est since World War II. 

In the near term, nothing will 
change, according to this report. The 
reasons for this: the high rate of unem-
ployment, the lack of job prospects for 
immigrants without qualifications for 
the German labor market, and ethnic 
tensions among the migrants them-
selves. The Duisburg police department 
now wants to reinforce its presence on 
the streets and track offenders much 
more consistently than before. 

I am not suggesting that every ref-
ugee or even the majority of these refu-
gees are engaged in such criminal ac-
tivity. It is a very small number. But 
what I am suggesting is that there are 
some among them who have terrorist 
intentions that have infiltrated these 
communities, and it is difficult to 
screen them out. Even one is too many. 

President Obama’s plan is a potential 
national disaster waiting to happen. No 
one is saying that we should not help 
those who are in refugee camps. We 
should. America is the most generous 
and compassionate country in the 

world. We already are spending $4.5 bil-
lion in humanitarian aid, food, shelter, 
and medicine for these displaced per-
sons in these refugee camps. What we 
should not do is endanger the Amer-
ican people and the safety of our chil-
dren and our grandchildren. 

Each of us serving in this body took 
an oath to support and defend the Con-
stitution against enemies, both foreign 
and domestic, and ISIS has already ex-
ploited this U.N. program to infiltrate 
Europe. We have a sworn duty to pre-
vent foreign enemies from entering the 
United States and allowing them to be-
come domestic enemies, particularly at 
taxpayer expense. The President’s plan 
and the current policy of the Refugee 
Resettlement Act defies all logic. 

I am sure that I will be criticized and 
attacked for making this speech and 
sharing these very disturbing facts 
with you today, but I am compelled by 
the oath of office that I took when I 
was sworn in as a Member of the 
United States Congress to put the safe-
ty and security of the American people 
above political correctness. 

I didn’t come to Congress to be po-
litically correct. I came to uphold the 
U.S. Constitution and to protect our 
national security. Protecting our 
American way of life, the greatest ex-
periment in liberty and freedom in all 
human history, is our highest calling 
as elected leaders of this great Nation. 

Those who criticize me for these re-
marks should instead turn their criti-
cism toward those who are exploiting 
refugees and to the terrorists who are 
infiltrating these very refugees who are 
entering Europe and the United States. 

I encourage my colleagues to further 
investigate the Federal Refugee Reset-
tlement Program and to join me in 
calling for a moratorium on the Presi-
dent’s proposal while we fully examine 
the costs to the American taxpayer and 
the national security implications of 
his policies. 

Let us reassert our congressional au-
thority over the refugee program and 
put the safety and security of the 
American people above all else. It is 
crucial that Congress take a look at 
the results of my proposed reassess-
ment of the Refugee Resettlement Pro-
gram, its cost to the American tax-
payer, its threat to our national secu-
rity, and its impact on our small towns 
and communities by passing H.R. 3314, 
the Resettlement Accountability Na-
tional Security Act of 2015. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

THE HONORABLE FRANK M. JOHN-
SON, THE HIDDEN HAND OF JUS-
TICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the leadership for allowing 
us to have this time to discuss H. Con. 

Res. 84. This recognizes the works of 
the Honorable Frank M. Johnson, a 
Federal judge. 

Not only was he a Federal judge, he 
was one of the greatest unsung heroes 
of the civil rights movement, a lawyer 
par excellence, a great student of juris-
prudence, and, I would daresay, he was 
the hidden hand of justice in the civil 
rights movement. 

Before continuing, however, let me 
just thank some additional persons. It 
is appropriate that I thank the six 
original cosponsors of this resolution. 
Of course, we would mention the Hon-
orable ALCEE HASTINGS of Florida, and 
we thank him for signing on to this 
resolution. We also would like to thank 
the Honorable SHEILA JACKSON LEE of 
Texas, the Honorable GREGORY MEEKS 
of New York, the Honorable ELEANOR 
HOLMES NORTON of Washington, D.C., 
and I especially want to thank the 
Honorable TERRI SEWELL of Alabama, 
because Judge Johnson was from Ala-
bama. She has signed on to this resolu-
tion, meaning that she has given her 
approval. I am grateful to her. She is a 
great, great Member of this body and 
has done quite well in representing the 
people of her district and, indeed, her 
State and her country. And, finally, 
the Honorable FREDERICA WILSON of 
Florida. All of these Members have 
signed on to this resolution honoring 
the Honorable Frank M. Johnson. 

The Honorable Frank M. Johnson 
was a unique person in American his-
tory, unique in that he was one of 
those people that made real the great 
and noble American ideals: liberty and 
justice for all; government of the peo-
ple, by the people, for the people. He 
truly—he truly—made justice more 
than a word. It meant something to 
him, and, as a result, people were able 
to benefit from justice. Justice was 
more than a word for the Honorable 
Frank Johnson. 

He did not have it easy, however. He 
was appointed to this Federal District 
Court by the Honorable President 
Dwight Eisenhower in November of 
1955. After being appointed, he imme-
diately had a very difficult case come 
before him. This is when we learned of 
the character of Frank M. Johnson. His 
character was such that he refused to 
allow himself to be intimidated. 

Over the course of his life, he had a 
cross burned on the lawn of his yard. 
Over the course of his life, and he lived 
for 80 years, his mother’s house was 
bombed. It was thought that it was his 
home. It was bombed by the KKK. He 
was a person who had, as a classmate 
in law school, Governor George Wal-
lace. 

He was a person who probably could 
not have been predicted to be one of 
the most significant persons in the 
civil rights movement at the time he 
was appointed to the bench. There are 
people who, for whatever reasons, de-
cide that they are going to do the just 
and honorable thing, and Frank M. 
Johnson was such a person. 

While he lived, he had to have 24- 
hour protection—24-hour protection— 
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